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Resolution of Dispute - Programmatic Preliminary Remediation Goals (PPRGs) 
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Through previous agreement among DOE, EPA, and CDPHE, the PPRGs were to function as both 
preliminary remediation goals and Risk Based Concentrahons (RBCs) used  in the Conservative Risk 
Screen. On November 15,1994 (received by DOE on November 29,1994) CDPHE disapproved the 
PPRGs because, in their role as RBCs, They were not calculated ushg methodoiogy acceptable to CDPHE. 
Specifically, the method used by DOE to assess risk to children was not acceptable. On December 12, 
1994, DOE invoked the IAG dispute resolution process based on CDPHE’s disapproval of the fmal PPRGs, 
citing alternative methodology for assessing childhood risk. 

On December 20,1994, the IAG coordinators from CDPHE, P A ,  and DOE met to informally resolve this 
dispute. The resolution is as follows: 
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The parties recognize that conflicting technical opinions exist within the scientific community 
regarding how to assess risk to children from environmental contamination. Both the CDPHE and 
DOE positions and proposed methodologies for assessing chiIdhood risk have advocates within the 
scientific community. The method pmposed by CDPHE is slightly more conservative than that 
proposed by DOE. 

Therefore, CDPHE approves the PPRGs, as currently calculated, for use as both PRGs and RBCs. 

However, CDPHE reserves the right to disapprove a “No Further Action” proposal make by DOE for 
any source areas where the Conservative Screen ratio sum, as calculated by DOE, is near 1.0. Lf a 
disapproval occurs, any calculations and technical research performed by CDPHE to evaluate these 
source areas using the conservative screen methodology, but including the more conservative RBCs, 
will be presented to EPA and DOE. 

DOE’sTesponse to CDPHE comments #4 and #5 (CDPHE comments to draft PPRGs - September 9, 
1994) as embodied in their October 17,1994 (94-DOE-10695) and December 12, 1994 (94-DOE- 
12204) correspondence are adequate. The PPRG document will not be revised on the basis of these 
comments and responses. However, DOE will implement the Conservative Screen in a manner 
consistent with the responses to comments #4 and #5. 
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